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The Attorney General asked that 1 come arolind t< 2 ,bis 
office shortly" before 2 p.a. today. *? 
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Upon seeing the AG« he told me that Regroan; the defense 
counsel for Clay Shaw In New Orleans, had written him a strong 
letter Insisting that the AG either retract or support a -etateoent 
which the AG allegedly made on 3/2/67 which. In effect. Indicated // 

"that the FBI had Investigated and cleared Clay Shaw." The AG 
stated be had given this natter considerable thought and be felt 
some statement should be made, for the record. He said that he 
believes be made a mistake and that this mistake should be rectified | 
The AG .then showed me a one-page statement, consisting of some 
five or six paragraphs. ^ 

After I bad read the statement, the AG asked for my opinion#, " 

1 told bln that the Director bad previously Indicated, and 1.' n ■ ) 

personally had voiced the Director's opinion to both Sessions, ^ , 

the Departmental Press Officer, and to Former Assistant AG Sander^, X 
’that l"t would be a serious mistake for the AG to make any public t> 
uttif^rance relative to the Garrison Investigation. I stated the 
AG had no business making public statements concerning a matter ow 
local litigation. 1 stated also that such statements could only e \ * 
glv^ rise to a name calling contest between the AG and District 
Attoro., CrrUon. • • , RfC- 59 3 

The AG told me that it, of course, hurt him very^much 
to even consider making such a statement and, very frankly, he 
might not release the statement In questio n ! N c , 8t . ate . (L .he was 
only giving the matter consideration. 

, He then asked me what i thought of ^^^^ts of the 
statement. I made reference to the third 4»x^ourth jit^E^aph, 
whlch'contalned the statement that •"Che AG received a briefing 
prior’ to making, the statement about the Investigation and clearance 
of Sba*i and latejr found that the facts given him during this f- 
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had given him this briefing^ but that It appeared he was trying to 
palm off trouble on someone* The AG stated the so-called **brieflng 
represented a telephone conversation I had had with him the morning 
he had gone up on the hill to testify before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee* He stated he distinctly recalled he bad called me prior * 
to going up on the hill and it was his impression that I had told 
him that the FBI had investigated Clay Shaw and had •’cleared him*** 

1 told the AG I could not possibly have made this statement 
inasmuch as the FBI never •’clears” anyone. I stated furthermore 
that when he had called me that morning I bad simply told him that 
the Director had already sent to him that morning a memorandum (cc att*) 
concerning newspaper publicity which bad appeared the evening before 
and which concerned the names of Clay Shaw and Clay Bertrand* r 

I stated at the time of the AG*s call to me he was specifically 
told that the Director's memorandum was on the way to him and he 
flight want to read this memorandum prior to going up on the hill* 

r' *' The AG Interrupted me to state that the memorandum had 

arrived* prior to his departure for the hill} however* he did not 
recijLll that he had had a chance to read it* Ho stated it was hie 
definite Impression* however* that 1 had told him that the FBI 
had investigated Clay Shaw and had •’cleared” him* 
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I told the AG that this was inpossible, inasmuch as *jr 
entire conversation with him that morning was based upon reading 
excerdts from the Director’s memorandum which had already been sent - 
toblm^and was in his office at the time. 1 stated this memo ran du* 
did not reflect any phraseology indicating that the FBI had investi- 
gated or cleared Shaw, /"•» /A v //•.'/ tV-y*. • *i » 

I / r'»:. I o'v''' ^ ^ , 

1 told ^thy AG that obviously, in bis haste, he had confused 
the names of Clayi^haw and Clay Bertrand, 1 stated that tM/ ^ 

Director’s memoratn^m bad mentioned both Clay Shaw 
and specifically c^talned the phraseology that the FBI had c^- 
ducted extensive investigation concerning the data ' 

one Dean Andrews, a Hew Orleans attorney, but that our investiga- 
tion had failed in efforts to locate an individual by . 

ilclay Bertrand, 1 furthermore stated that our inquiries had failed 
. to reflect any connection with the assassination on the 
1 Bertrand, 1 stated the AG had possibly become confused in that he 
I had interpreted the statements I bad read to him, based on a copy 
\ of tbe memorandum sent to him by the Director* to moan th ^ J 
iSbawJand Bertrand wore one and the same and had, therefore, been 
Hchec?tcd out, ’ •t'*' 
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The AG replied that this possibly was correct; however, >^>. 
he thought in his own mind that 1 bad told him that Clay Shaw had 
been investigated and had been “cleared." He stated that, regardless 
of this fact, he was merely considering the Issuance of a statement 
and DO definite decision bad been made. He further stated that 



no names were mentioned insofar as the organization or individual 
who bad 'briefed" bio was concerned. 1 replied that, regardless of 
this fact, anyone reading his statement would immediately assune * 
be had received such a briefing froo the FBI* 



The AG stated he wanted to study the matter further* I 
told the AG that apparently there were contradictory facts In 
connection with our conversation; Inasmuch as be had specifically 
called me the following day, 3/3/67, and bad told me that he had 
been misquoted. I stated the proposed statement would now seem to 
Indicate that the AG was not misquoted but was, in fact, admitting 
error. The AG replied that CBS bad made a tape recording of his 
statement and apparently he had not been misquoted* |» •'* 

! *• » J(/ I • ' < / '" 

I also told the AG that' it' seemed to me that the compounding 
of the error occurred when his Press Information Officei; jDllff 
Sessions, specifically told a number of newspaper reporters, on the 
night of 3/2/67, that Clay Berti’and and Clay Shaw were one and the 
same. The AG replied that he bad not known, up until a day or so 
ago, that Sessions had pulled this stunt. The AG quickly added 
that great pressure had been put on Sessions, inasmuch as Bob JTick 
of the FBI had apparently told newsmen, on 3/2/67, (following the 
AG'.s erroneous statement), that the AG 'had made an error and that 
the FBI had definitely not investigated Clay Shaw* 



I told the AG the Director had caused me to make a check 
with Wick and his assistants and, very frankly, none of these men 
had made such a statement. 1 stated that Sessions bad brought this- 
up iscveral days ago and X had straightened Sessions out regarding 
the matter* 

r ’ ’ • 

I The AG repeated once again that he was merely giving 

consideration to issuing a public statement and it may be that v.p 
he will decide not to do this* 
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The AG stated hb yanted to bring up something else. He 
then stated that SA Regi^vK<:nnedy, in testifying before the Garrison 
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In his tolegraa/ * observing the Instructions contained 

^In he vould have ”ollowcd*^the"lnstructl*^^* 5°*®’'®*’' ** it had been 
pan. Ho was advised thl? doleiJe ?h« highest ranking 

VS Attorneys bad coLietlLnToTtll 

given specific advice and Instructlft^ ♦« instructions and bad 
appearance Se?oJe th^'gj^^^ 

that the bad thine here «no 5 ^ ^ AG*s reply was 

jjgrand jury that the FBI had never^lnvestleatfd ri** Garrison's 
(s^teoent therefore put the AC iJ a *“<* ihls 

|PH,t hlo In a bad light on iJ becaSsJ thf 

ning. He .a^ no ?eply^ ® n 

with 4e, IhLjed th^subJe'^t^siSfl^aL^’ab^^ not getting anywhere 
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respect to the remarks referred to In this ncmorandum^ with • • _ 

respect to the fact that the next Director of the FBI should not 
come from among current employees of the Bureau, with respect to 
crime, and in other matters* Here again it appears that, 
although he at first said he was misquoted, he now has been 
caught with his remarks on the record, by virtue of a tape recording; 
consequently be must admit error. Obviously, the best thing for ^ 
him to do would be to say nothing concerning this and all other 



matters. 
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